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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant's amendment, filed January 26, 2009, has been entered and carefully 
considered. Claim 30 is currently amended, Claims 1-20 are canceled, and Claims 21-40 are 
currently pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 21-40 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the 
enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described in the 
specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which 
it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. The claim limitations "at least two 
internal logical networks are set up in the network node" (Claim 21), "setting up two internal 
logical networks" (Claim 3 1), and "both network nodes have the same signaling point code" in 
Claims 21 and 31 is not enabled based on the claim language and corresponding disclose. 
Applicant admits that "every signaling point, e.g., an exchange (node), is uniquely identified in 
the network by a signaling point code (Applicant's specification, paragraph 0004) and that "(i)n 
Signaling System No. 7, each signaling point is uniquely identified by signaling point code" 
(Applicant's specification, paragraph 0018) (emphasis added). Therefore, each signaling point 
must have a different point code. Claims 21 and 31 further describe setting up "at least two 
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internal logical networks in the network node" in order to share the same signaling point code 
between multiple network nodes. Paragraph 0027 of Applicant's specification describes setting 
up internal logical networks: 

"two internal logical networks Nl and N2 are set up in the exchange B-Vst. All signaling 
paths of the exchange A-Vst to the nodes in the signaling network are initially assigned to 
the network Nl. In addition, a signaling path SI is set up between the exchange A-Vst 
and the network N2 of the exchange B-Vst, so that the exchange A-Vst has continued 
access to the signaling network." 
Paragraph 0044 further describes internal logical networks: 

"Twenty internal logical networks Nl . . . N20 are set up in the exchange B-Vst, wherein 
the networks Nl . . . N20 are assigned to each other in pairs N1-N20, N2-N19, etc. This 
assignment can be represented in the exchange B-Vst in the form of a table T, for 
example. The operations when transmitting data in each network pair N1-N20, N2-N19, 
etc. are analogous to those described in FIGS. 1 and 2. I.e. the messages from an 
exchange (not shown) which arrive in the network N3 are forwarded to the network N18 
by means of the table T, without an error message, if the addresses of the messages are 
not known to the network N2. The message is sent from the network N18 to the exchange 
(not shown) which is coupled to the network N 18. In the opposite direction, messages 
arriving in the network Nl 8 are forwarded to the network N3 by means of the table T." 
Based on the portions of Applicant's disclosure cited above, it is unclear as to what the broad 
terminology of "internal logical network" comprises. Applicant's specification fails to disclose 
how an internal logical network would be functionally set up or a configuration of a network 



Application/Control Number: 10/501,101 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2419 

node to enable multiple internal logical networks. Therefore, based on the state of prior art, as 
described with regards to Applicant's admission above, and the lack of direction provided by the 
inventor, the subject matter in independent claims 21 and 31 is not enabled and would require 
undue experimentation by one of ordinary skill in the art to make and use the invention. Claims 
22-30 and 32-40 depend on Claims 21 and 31, and fail to resolve the deficiencies therein. 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 21-40 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. Regarding Claims 21 and 31, claim language "internal logical network" is 
indefinite as to what the term comprises. Claims 22-30 and 32-40 depend on Claims 21 and 31 
and fail to resolve the deficiencies therein. 



Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed January 26, 2009 with regards to rejection of Claims 21-40 
under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, for failing to comply with the enablement requirement have 
been fully considered but they are not persuasive. Examiner notes that Applicant's specification 
comprises multiple passages which support a conclusion by one skilled in the art that two nodes 
are not capable of sharing a single signaling point code. Paragraph 0004 recites "Every signaling 
point, e.g., an exchange (node), is uniquely identified by a signaling point code (SPC)." 
Paragraph 0018 recites "In Signaling System No. 7, each signaling point is uniquely identified by 
signaling point code." To support Applicant's claim that two nodes can share a signaling point 
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code, in contradiction to the known SS7 standard, Applicant proposes setting up internal logical 
networks, as claimed in Claims 21 and 31. In the arguments filed January 26, 2009, Applicant 
states that the expression "internal logical network" is "generally" introduced in paragraph 0003 
of Applicant's specification. Examiner notes that the cited paragraph describes signaling 
between two exchanges, but does not describe internal logical networks. Applicant further 
describes establishing signaling paths between two exchanges, assigning different OPC codes to 
the internal logical networks, ISUP messaging, SCCP messages, but does not provide any 
evidence as to how an "internal logical network" is set up (i.e., outside of having a signaling 
point code assigned) or how two network nodes can have the same signaling point code, as 
claimed. Applicant states setting up at least two internal logical networks "enables the network 
node to have two logical entities that could utilize two different point codes." Further, Applicant 
states that "from a network perspective beyond exchange A-Vst and B-Vst, both such exchanges 
are perceived as one exchange (with one signaling point code)" (emphasis added by Examiner). 
Therefore, Applicant admits that the two exchanges and internal logical networks utilize separate 
signaling point codes and do not have the same signaling point code, as claimed in Claims 21 
and 31. Rejection of Claims 21-40 under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, for failing to comply 
with the enablement requirement is maintained. 

7. Applicant's arguments filed January 26, 2009 with regards to rejection of Claims 21-40 
under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 
Applicant states that "the internal logical network can be perceived as a functionality to provide 
said service of a first signaling point code of the network node and a second signaling point code 
used for addressing the (temporarily) hidden network node." However, Applicant does not 
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provide a passage from the specification to support this definition. Examiner notes that the 
specification does not support what such a functionality would comprise. Rejection of Claims 
21-40 under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, is maintained. 

Conclusion 

8. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Andrew Chriss whose telephone number is (571)272-1774. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 7:30 AM - 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hassan Kizou can be reached on 571-272-3088. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Andrew Chriss 
Examiner 
Art Unit 24 19 
4/23/2009 

/A. C.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 2419 



/Hassan Kizou/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2419 



